Appl. No. 10/530,709 

Amdt dated March 8, 2006 

Reply to Office action of Dec 15, 2005 

REMARKS 

Claims 13-24 remain in this application. 

In the Office action, the examiner rejected claim 1 3 as being indefinite, listing several 
reasons in paragraphs 1-10 of the action. Changes have been made to claim 13 so that now the 
specific language mentioned by the examiner in paragraphs 2-9 clearly does have proper 
antecedent basis in claim 13. 

Further, it should be noted that in the fuel injection art, the term "pressure booster" has a 
well defined meaning so as to include, among other structure, a working chamber, a differential 
chamber, and a piston which separates them. Thus it is requested that as the examiner reads the 
claims as now presented, he will keep this in mind, and this realization should help the Examiner 
make the determination that claim 1 3 is now definite; that it particularly recites the structure and 
relationships which are intended as constituting this invention. 

Further, in paragraph 1 the examiner indicated that line 4 of claim 13 recited equal parts 
which were not conjoined by a proper conjunction. It is not understood what parts the examiner 
meant should have been recited with a conjunction. It is firmly believed that the language which 
is now present in place of what was formerly line 4 is definite. 

In paragraph 1 0 the examiner has indicated that it is not clear how "the low pressure side" 
relates to the claimed structure. It is pointed out that, like "pressure booster," "the low pressure 
side" is a term of art for fuel injectors which has a definitive meaning. The recitations in claim 
13, which were formerly lines 8-9, are clearly definite, and should be so considered. 
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Appl. No. 10/530,709 

Amdt dated March 8, 2006 

Reply to Office action of Dec 1 5, 2005 

In paragraphs 1 1 and the paragraph which follows it in the Office action, the examiner 
indicated that claims 13-24 would be allowable if claim 13 were made to be definite. It is 
believed that such has now been accomplished by the amendments to claim 13, and that thus 
claims 13-24 should now be in condition for allowance. 

While reviewing the claims in preparing this amendment, it became apparent that some 
further revisions were necessary for claims 14, 17 and 22. Such changes have accordingly been 
made. 

Entry of the amendment and allowance of the claims are courteously solicited. 
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